20020325.ba v03_n313.bam.20020325

>From ???@??? Mon Mar 25 17:15:53 2002 -0600
Message-Id: <200203252315.g2PNFjrh022280@sco.theporch.com>
Date: Mon, 25 Mar 2002 17:15:27 CST
From: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com>
To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com>
Subject: BOATANCHORS digest 3313

			    BOATANCHORS Digest 3313

Topics covered in this issue include:

  1) Buying resistors online 
	by "R.J. Mattson" <rjmattson@hvi.net>
  2) Re: Buying resistors online
	by Arden Allen <gumbear@pacbell.net>
  3) Re: Price of Eddystone 750?
	by Kargokult@aol.com
  4) Re: Buying resistors online
	by Henry van Cleef <vancleef@eskimo.com>
  5) Re: Dead parrot
	by Henry van Cleef <vancleef@eskimo.com>
  6) Re: [Boatanchors] HP 8640A new owner
	by "James C. Garland" <4cx250b@miavx1.acs.muohio.edu>
  7) Re: [Boatanchors] HP 8640A new owner
	by Mike Feher <n4fs@monmouth.com>
  8) Re: [Boatanchors] HP 8640A new owner
	by Arden Allen <gumbear@pacbell.net>
  9) Re: buying resistors online?
	by "A. B. Bonds" <ab@vuse.vanderbilt.edu>
 10) SR sets ?
	by BEN NOCK <G4BXD@compuserve.com>
 11) RAF sets ?
	by BEN NOCK <G4BXD@compuserve.com>
 12) ADMINISTRIVIA: A Few Does and Donts
	by listown@nanniandjack.com (Mail List Owner)
 13) Re: Unknown Boatanchor - Can You Identify?
	by "Eugene Rippen" <soundval@foothill.net>
 14) Re: Unknown Boatanchor - Can You Identify?
	by john <johnmb@nc.rr.com>
 15) RE: Buying resistors online
	by Morris Odell <MorrisO@vifp.monash.edu.au>
 16) Re: RAF sets ?
	by "Tony Grogan" <wsno19@mindspring.com>
 17) Re: Price of Eddystone 750?
	by "Tony Grogan" <wsno19@mindspring.com>

----------------------------------------------------------------------
Message-ID: <004801c1d3a5$a0355980$966cdbd0@rjmattson>
From: "R.J. Mattson" <rjmattson@hvi.net>
To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com>
Subject: Buying resistors online 
Date: Sun, 24 Mar 2002 21:34:43 -0500
MIME-Version: 1.0
Content-Type: text/plain;
	charset="iso-8859-1"
Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

The resistors that you can buy these days are no longer made of carbon but
are metal something. Will the new types work in the boatanchors if replaced
watt for watt?
Does the new composition make them have a reactive component to worry about
in the HF spectrum?
Bob W2AMI    WN2AMI  1962

----- Original Message -----
From: "Jim Hill" <w6ivw@cox.net>
To: "Old Tube Radios" <boatanchors@theporch.com>
Sent: Sunday, March 24, 2002 8:41 PM
Subject: Re: more on buying resistors online


> Arden:
> When checking distributors, don't forget Mouser, www.mouser.com.  I didn't
> see any 2%ers, but they did stock 1% and 5% resistors thru 1 watt.  If
you
> can put up with these tolerances and parallel for 2 watt, Mouser has some
> advantages, such as no minimum and relatively reasonable prices.  Minimum
> quantity is 10 of each value. They have 1/4 and 1/2 watt 5% carbon comp
> resistors, too.
>
> They have an on-line catalog, but I prefer their print catalog (order it
> on-line, if I remember correctly) and just use their on-line data to
verify
> current stock.
> 73's Jim, w6ivw
>
>

------------------------------
Date: Sun, 24 Mar 2002 21:15:13 -0800
From: Arden Allen <gumbear@pacbell.net>
Subject: Re: Buying resistors online
To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com>
Message-id: <0GTI0012UJXICR@mta7.pltn13.pbi.net>
MIME-version: 1.0
Content-type: text/plain; charset=ISO-8859-1
Content-transfer-encoding: 7bit

Jim queries:

> Does the new composition make them have a reactive component to worry
about
> in the HF spectrum?

Not at all.  The two main advantages of metal film / oxide film resistors
over carbon comps are much better long term stability and lower noise.  The
differences in reactive characteristics don't come into play until well
into the UHF region but they are masked by the lead reactance effects.

Arden  Allen   KB6NAX   Vallejo, CA   gumbear@pacbell.net

------------------------------
From: Kargokult@aol.com
Message-ID: <4a.8b62b0d.29d01729@aol.com>
Date: Mon, 25 Mar 2002 01:01:13 EST
Subject: Re: Price of Eddystone 750?
To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com>
MIME-Version: 1.0
Content-Type: text/plain; charset="US-ASCII"
Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit



<< 'm starting an article on the Eddystone 750 for ER.  It was built back in 
1951.  I'd appreciate it if someone could tell me what the original sales 
price was, and if possible also how that would relate to US dollars at the 
time in case the price is in some other currency. Jim Hanlon, W8KGI
  >>

Wireless World for Sept. 1958, ad for HP Radio, The Eddystone 
Specialists:

Model  820       L31/18
           870       L34/16
           840A     L55
           750       L78
           888A     L110
           680X      L120

L means Pound. You'll have to figure out the $ equivalency then and now.
Some other prices in same number:
HRO w/ 9 coils , no PS, like new condx, surplus  "21 Gns, packing 
& carriage 22/-"
WS#18  trans/receiver, backpack, unused surplus  99/6
UK Army ?monthly? pay per recruiting ad:
Private   L8/11/6   Corp. L10/10  Sergeant L12/12  Warrant Officer
L15/1

I don't get the pounds/shillings/pence logic now anymore than i did when
i tried to figure out how much of a toy truck i could afford, back on a short
visit to Salisbury way back in the 1950s.
Hue Miller

------------------------------
From: Henry van Cleef <vancleef@eskimo.com>
Message-Id: <200203250729.XAA06417@eskimo.com>
Subject: Re: Buying resistors online
To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com>
Date: Mon, 25 Mar 2002 00:29:27 -0700 (MST)
Cc: boatanchors@theporch.com (Old Tube Radios)
MIME-Version: 1.0
Content-Type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii
Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

The esteemed R.J. Mattson has said:
> 
> The resistors that you can buy these days are no longer made of carbon but
> are metal something. Will the new types work in the boatanchors if replaced
> watt for watt?
> Does the new composition make them have a reactive component to worry about
> in the HF spectrum?
> 
I checked out several of Mouser's best film resistors on my Boonton
250A RX bridge a while back.  That unit walks right up to 250 Mhz.
None of these resistors imbalanced the X leg of the bridge enough to
notice at 250 mhz.  There was a slight drop in the R leg, but less
than with carbon composition.  I tried several resistores and several
intermediate frequencies, and so far as I could see, the film type
look like resistors well into UHF.  

Mouser has been my preferred vendor for components for about ten
years, and I simply buy their parts and use them.  

Hank
-- 
Hank van Cleef

------------------------------
From: Henry van Cleef <vancleef@eskimo.com>
Message-Id: <200203250838.AAA09824@eskimo.com>
Subject: Re: Dead parrot
To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com>
Date: Mon, 25 Mar 2002 01:38:05 -0700 (MST)
Cc: boatanchors@theporch.com (Old Tube Radios)
MIME-Version: 1.0
Content-Type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii
Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Sounds like a fine tale of repair, Morris.  I've never seen one of
those bridges, but it sounds like a kissing cousin to the 250A in
general theory of operation (null detection using a heterodyne
oscillator and an IF strip with a hefty AGC to increase sensitivity at
the null).

AG Tannenbaum has manuals for Boonton.  Get in touch with Mike, and if
he's got anything on that box that you don't have, pay the ante to
have it shipped to Australia.  Mike's copies are first class---and
he's got a much bigger stock of Boonton manuals than the next five
sources put together.  

Some tips on working with Boonton stuff:

The oscillator circuits on their later stuff generally is a turret
design with brass pins that slide into bronze contacts.  About the
only way to deal with them is to take the turret out and polish each
pin with Brasso, and slide a polishing cloth through the bronze
contacts.  Wash off the Brasso oil with detergent and dry with a
drying alcohol.  Deoxit won't clean them up enough to make good
contact---you'r got to polish them.  

Boonton's coil leads tend to break off at the terminations.  Ohm them
all out and resolder as needed.  

The "tweaks" are generally "frozen" with lacquer.  They don't
generally need retweaking, even after 40-50 years, but if you do have
to tweak one, soften the sealing lacquer with auto paint thinner
(that's in the Boonton manuals, by the way).  Reseal with something
suitable when done.  

If the bridge in this thing is anything like the one in the 250A, you
don't want to fuss with it.  Those things were set up by old pro
technicians when new, and are calibrated by things like lead dress.
On the 250A (and on the Q-meters as well), everything significant is
done by variable caps---if one is making bad contact, just douse it
with Deoxit at the contacts and run it back and forth to clean it up.

On the 250A, the resistance dial was calibrated AFTER the unit was
assembled, and custom-engraved for the unit.  On something like this,
don't take the drive train apart.  A small brush and some diesel fuel
will melt old petrified lubricant, and you can clean up and relube
without taking it apart.  

Fortunately, bridges are fairly easy to calibrate, as you are working
from a null (it should zero at zero with nothing attached), and can
check out a few passives fairly easily and get accurate values for
them.  With a 250A bridge and a 260A Q meter available, some old coils
and a few Mouser caps and resistors can be checked out and used to 
calibrate both fairly easily.  

The IF strips are "plain radio" stuff---you can treat them like
Hallicrafters S-40.  If you've got noise (dancing meter at null), you
can shake all the tubes in their sockets, try a few others, and then
start tapping on passives to see if you can't pinpoint the noise
source.  Worst comes to worst, and substituting other tubes doesn't
help, you can rebuild the strip using all new passives and check it
out same as you would a radio IF.  

Good Boonton and Measurements Corp. equipment is really good stuff,
and will do a job for you----particularly if you pay attention to
theory and use the resources effectively.  

Hank

-- 
Hank van Cleef
1986 420SEL

------------------------------
Message-Id: <5.1.0.14.2.20020325062333.00afe928@po.muohio.edu>
Date: Mon, 25 Mar 2002 06:29:28 -0500
To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com>
From: "James C. Garland" <4cx250b@miavx1.acs.muohio.edu>
Subject: Re: [Boatanchors] HP 8640A new owner
Cc: "boatanchors@theporch.com" <boatanchors@theporch.com>
Mime-Version: 1.0
Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"; format=flowed


>
>If the right-hand end of the thin line is the correct setting, the output is
>as much as 6 db high, as read by comparing the output to the 30mhz
>calibration signal on my HP141T. On the other hand, if I were to insert a 6
>db pad, as I would expect to do when doing a receiver alignment at UHF, then
>the setting could be inferred to be correct.
>
>Also, Feeding the gen directly to my HF-1000 (really crude try) also
>suggests that output might(???) be higher than dial indicates. This level is
>consistent across all bands, though, and I don't think there is a general
>calibration shift.

Hi Arthur,
The 8640A or 8640B output amplitude is calibrated assuming a 50 ohm 
resistive load. If one measures the output voltage without a load (e.g., 
with a scope or r.f. voltmeter), it will be twice as high as the 
calibration dial indicates. The reason is that the instruments have a 50 
ohm output impedance, so that with a 50 ohm load the output voltage is 
shared equally between the output Z and the load. Thus it is normal for the 
output to be 6db (x2 voltage) higher than the dial marks under open-circuit 
conditions.
73,
Jim Garland W8ZR

------------------------------
Date: Mon, 25 Mar 2002 06:41:55 -0500
From: Mike Feher <n4fs@monmouth.com>
Subject: Re: [Boatanchors] HP 8640A new owner
To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com>
Cc: boatanchors@theporch.com
Message-id: <005901c1d3f2$1239aa80$d2775243@n4fs>
MIME-version: 1.0
Content-type: text/plain; charset=iso-8859-1
Content-transfer-encoding: 7BIT

What Jim said is indeed correct. The 8640B is a voltage source with
essentially a 50 ohm resistor in series with its output. However, the input
to the 141T is 50 ohms so it should read right on. I have had several
8640Bs, and still do, and also 141Ts, but no longer, and I never found a
discrepancy between the two. The 8640B is an excellent generator and the
141T is a very good spectrum analyzer even by today's standards. The only
reason I went to a different one is to allow my aging eyes to have a display
that is annotated. I would suspect that you may not have the 141T set up
properly, specifically the gain in the IF section. You can easily check the
8640B, using a lower frequency, properly terminated into 50 ohms, and then
measuring the RF voltage with a scope or RF voltmeter across the 50 ohm
termination. 73 - Mike




Mike B. Feher, N4FS
89 Arnold Blvd.
Howell NJ, 07731
(732) 901-9193


----- Original Message -----
From: "James C. Garland" <4cx250b@miavx1.acs.muohio.edu>
To: "Old Tube Radios" <boatanchors@theporch.com>
Cc: <boatanchors@theporch.com>
Sent: Monday, March 25, 2002 6:29 AM
Subject: Re: [Boatanchors] HP 8640A new owner


>
> >
> >If the right-hand end of the thin line is the correct setting, the output
is
> >as much as 6 db high, as read by comparing the output to the 30mhz
> >calibration signal on my HP141T. On the other hand, if I were to insert a
6
> >db pad, as I would expect to do when doing a receiver alignment at UHF,
then
> >the setting could be inferred to be correct.
> >
> >Also, Feeding the gen directly to my HF-1000 (really crude try) also
> >suggests that output might(???) be higher than dial indicates. This level
is
> >consistent across all bands, though, and I don't think there is a general
> >calibration shift.
>
> Hi Arthur,
> The 8640A or 8640B output amplitude is calibrated assuming a 50 ohm
> resistive load. If one measures the output voltage without a load (e.g.,
> with a scope or r.f. voltmeter), it will be twice as high as the
> calibration dial indicates. The reason is that the instruments have a 50
> ohm output impedance, so that with a 50 ohm load the output voltage is
> shared equally between the output Z and the load. Thus it is normal for
the
> output to be 6db (x2 voltage) higher than the dial marks under
open-circuit
> conditions.
> 73,
> Jim Garland W8ZR
>
>

------------------------------
Date: Mon, 25 Mar 2002 06:26:04 -0800
From: Arden Allen <gumbear@pacbell.net>
Subject: Re: [Boatanchors] HP 8640A new owner
To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com>
Cc: boatanchors@theporch.com
Message-id: <0GTJ00A4H9H45B@mta6.snfc21.pbi.net>
MIME-version: 1.0
Content-type: text/plain; charset=ISO-8859-1
Content-transfer-encoding: 7bit

Hi Jim;

> ........... The reason is that the instruments have a 50 
> ohm output impedance, so that with a 50 ohm load the output voltage is 
> shared equally between the output Z and the load. Thus it is normal for
the 
> output to be 6db (x2 voltage) higher than the dial marks under
open-circuit 
> conditions.

Just to dispel possible erroneous inferences, let me nit-pick a little. 
First, there is nothing magic about 50 ohms.  It's just that 50 ohms is
commonly used because of the common use of 50 ohm transmission line.  In
Europe, 75 ohm signal generators are more common.  Makes life easier for
folks who work on TV and FM where 75 ohms is the defacto standard.  It's
kinda like British pounds v/s Euros (hi!).  Secondly, the open circuit
output voltage at the end of the coax depends on the length of the
transmission line.  If the length is VERY short with respect to the
wavelength of the generator's output frequency the voltage is indeed 2X. 
The purpose of a 6DB (or 10, or 20) pad is to "flatten" the transmission
line so length is less critical.  With the length of line being virtually
zero between the pad and recipient the input the voltage is more
predicatable.  The assumption is that the recipient's input impedance
varies about the specified nominal input impedance which is how the real
world works.  Thirdly,  it doesn't matter what the output impedance of the
generator is as long as you know the voltage at the output.  But that's the
problem.  How do you measure micorovolts?  You don't.  You measure the
input voltage to a variable attenuator of a specifed impedance so you know
the voltage delivered to a load of a specified impedance.  Fourthly,
knowing the output impedance of the generator makes it possible to
understand what's going on when feeding a reactive load.

Arden  Allen   KB6NAX   Vallejo, CA   gumbear@pacbell.net

------------------------------
Message-Id: <5.1.0.14.0.20020325084650.0d4a95a0@vuse.vanderbilt.edu>
Date: Mon, 25 Mar 2002 08:48:29 -0600
To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com>
From: "A. B. Bonds" <ab@vuse.vanderbilt.edu>
Subject: Re: buying resistors online?
Mime-Version: 1.0
Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"; format=flowed

At 08:46 PM 3/22/2002 -0800, you wrote:
>Where, oh where is an online distributor that stocks a comprehensive line
>of 1/2, 1 and 2 watt 2% resistors?  With online ordering?  When it comes to
>finding resistors on the web it's like hunting for mean cave dwellers in
>Afghanistan.  Not a lot of fun.  Any recommendations would be helpful.
>Thanks in advance.
I don't know about 2%, but www.radioshack.com has a pretty full resistor 
line (including 1%) at their site.  Penny a pop for 1/2w 5% in lots of 
100.  I've been using them for a couple of years to good effect.  Fast and 
inexpensive shipping as well.

A. B. Bonds

------------------------------
Date: Mon, 25 Mar 2002 13:03:51 -0500
From: BEN NOCK <G4BXD@compuserve.com>
Subject: SR sets ?
To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com>
Message-ID: <200203251304_MC3-F70C-E54@compuserve.com>
MIME-Version: 1.0
Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable
Content-Type: text/plain;
	 charset=ISO-8859-1
Content-Disposition: inline

Anyone heard of a:

TRANSMITTER
RADIO S.R.            ??

I'm wondering if its a modern version of the OSSR set. This one is in
a case similar to that used with the R210/R216 sets, I think its =

VHF, but the SR bit seems close to the OSSR function. =


cheers, Ben.

------------------------------
Date: Mon, 25 Mar 2002 13:03:41 -0500
From: BEN NOCK <G4BXD@compuserve.com>
Subject: RAF sets ?
To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com>
Message-ID: <200203251303_MC3-F70C-E48@compuserve.com>
MIME-Version: 1.0
Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable
Content-Type: text/plain;
	 charset=ISO-8859-1
Content-Disposition: inline

Anyone know the difference between the R1132A and the
R5032A (or BC-639A) receivers. =


the 1132 is a control tower set, the 5032 looks nearly the same but
has a meter added. =


was the 5032 the US made version of the 1132 ?

cheers, Ben G4BXD.
(+2)

------------------------------
Message-Id: <200203251915.g2PJF0U3001250@osr506.nanniandjack.com>
From: listown@nanniandjack.com (Mail List Owner)
To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com>
Subject: ADMINISTRIVIA: A Few Does and Donts
Date: Mon, 25 Mar 2002 11:15:00 -0800 (PST)

Gang-

Here are the real basics of how to keep me happy, the list noise-free, 
and everyone able to enjoy BoatAnchors... Simple, easy, workable...

Do not send SPAM-type e-mail messages to the list.

Do not send attachments (attached files) of *ANY* sort to the list.
This includes HTML shortcuts, v-cards, GEDCOM files, zipped files, and 
*ANY* other type of attachment.

Do not EVER forward virus warnings (which are 99%hoaxes) or send chain
letters to the list.

Do not use HTML or RTF (rich text format) in messages sent to the
list.

DO keep e-mail messages to the list on topic and appropriate.

Do not post commercial messages.

Please refrain from posting "Ebay" type auction notices. Refrain from
"seen on EBAY" posts...

DO be polite.

Do not flame other members of the list.

DO be considerate of the list members and list resources.

DO have fun!
--
73
Jack, W4KH/Mobile - - - Mailing List Archiver/Owner - - -
listown@nanniandjack.com - "Plus ca change, plus c'est la meme chose"
     "Il n'y a que les idiots qui ne changent jamais d'idee"
Mon Mar 25 11:15:00 PST 2002

------------------------------
Message-ID: <011801c1d43d$cb224980$25c4abd8@i8k9l6>
From: "Eugene Rippen" <soundval@foothill.net>
To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com>
Cc: <glowbugs@piobaire.mines.uidaho.edu>, <BOATANCHORS@LISTSERV.TEMPE.GOV>,
   <K1rmc@aol.com>
Subject: Re: Unknown Boatanchor - Can You Identify?
Date: Mon, 25 Mar 2002 12:43:59 -0800
MIME-Version: 1.0
Content-Type: text/plain;
	charset="iso-8859-1"
Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

That is Electro Mechanical Manufacturing, Co.,
Long Island City, NY.,    Model VX-101Jr.  (1947)
Page 28 of "Tube Type Transmitters"

Eugene Rippen



----- Original Message -----
From: "Steve Modena" <AB4EL@mindspring.com>
To: "Old Tube Radios" <boatanchors@theporch.com>
Cc: <glowbugs@piobaire.mines.uidaho.edu>; <BOATANCHORS@LISTSERV.TEMPE.GOV>;
<K1rmc@aol.com>
Sent: Sunday, March 24, 2002 9:39 AM
Subject: Unknown Boatanchor - Can You Identify?


> If you know the answer, would you reply directly to Mark, please.
>
> ========== original Message ========
> From: K1rmc@aol.com
>
> Hi Steve:
>
> I recently acquired a VX-101 Jr. transmitter. It covers 80-40-20m VFO
> controlled with an 807 final. It appears to be a circa 1946 "updated"
version
> of a circuit that appeared in the 1941 Radio Handbook. The main difference
is
> the front panel dial and bandswitching rather than plug-in coils.
>
> Any ideas on who built it? Anybody else have one? I'm basically cleaning
it
> up now and replacing caps etc. Despite being in a barn for a number of
years
> it is in remarkably good shape.
>
> Thanks for any assistance.
>
> 73 Mark K1RMC
>
>

------------------------------
Message-Id: <3.0.3.32.20020325162857.014d4af4@pop-server.nc.rr.com>
Date: Mon, 25 Mar 2002 16:28:57 -0500
To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com>
From: john <johnmb@nc.rr.com>
Subject: Re: Unknown Boatanchor - Can You Identify?
Cc: <glowbugs@piobaire.mines.uidaho.edu>, <BOATANCHORS@LISTSERV.TEMPE.GOV>,
   <K1rmc@aol.com>
Mime-Version: 1.0
Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"

Ding Ding Ding Ding Ding.....!!!

Gene's right... I've got 2 of 'em around here somewhere.
The name of the company should be on the dial sheet, printed just
below the lower edge.

73
John



t 12:43 PM 3/25/02 -0800, Eugene Rippen wrote:
>That is Electro Mechanical Manufacturing, Co.,
>Long Island City, NY.,    Model VX-101Jr.  (1947)
>Page 28 of "Tube Type Transmitters"
>
>Eugene Rippen
>
>
>
>----- Original Message -----
>From: "Steve Modena" <AB4EL@mindspring.com>
>To: "Old Tube Radios" <boatanchors@theporch.com>
>Cc: <glowbugs@piobaire.mines.uidaho.edu>; <BOATANCHORS@LISTSERV.TEMPE.GOV>;
><K1rmc@aol.com>
>Sent: Sunday, March 24, 2002 9:39 AM
>Subject: Unknown Boatanchor - Can You Identify?
>
>
>> If you know the answer, would you reply directly to Mark, please.
>>
>> ========== original Message ========
>> From: K1rmc@aol.com
>>
>> Hi Steve:
>>
>> I recently acquired a VX-101 Jr. transmitter. It covers 80-40-20m VFO
>> controlled with an 807 final. It appears to be a circa 1946 "updated"
>version
>> of a circuit that appeared in the 1941 Radio Handbook. The main difference
>is
>> the front panel dial and bandswitching rather than plug-in coils.
>>
>> Any ideas on who built it? Anybody else have one? I'm basically cleaning
>it
>> up now and replacing caps etc. Despite being in a barn for a number of
>years
>> it is in remarkably good shape.
>>
>> Thanks for any assistance.
>>
>> 73 Mark K1RMC
>>
>>
>
>

------------------------------
Message-ID: <07A064EA6042D4118A62009027F70E77181E8C@nt_exchange.vifp.monash.edu.au>
From: Morris Odell <MorrisO@vifp.monash.edu.au>
To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com>
Subject: RE: Buying resistors online
Date: Tue, 26 Mar 2002 08:35:48 +1100
MIME-Version: 1.0
Content-Type: text/plain;
	charset="iso-8859-1"

Hank wrote:
> 
> The esteemed R.J. Mattson has said:
> > 
> > The resistors that you can buy these days are no longer 
> made of carbon but
> > are metal something. Will the new types work in the 
> boatanchors if replaced
> > watt for watt?
> > Does the new composition make them have a reactive 
> component to worry about
> > in the HF spectrum?
> > 
> I checked out several of Mouser's best film resistors on my Boonton
> 250A RX bridge a while back.  That unit walks right up to 250 Mhz.
> None of these resistors imbalanced the X leg of the bridge enough to
> notice at 250 mhz.  There was a slight drop in the R leg, but less
> than with carbon composition.  I tried several resistores and several
> intermediate frequencies, and so far as I could see, the film type
> look like resistors well into UHF.  

I second that, but only as far as 100 MHz. Using my "new" 33B/1 bridge, I
found the admittance of a 1% quarter watt metal film resistor only varied a
few umho across the range (this is less than the inherent "error"* of the
bridge). The capacitance reading was within a few percent of half a pf
between 1 and 100 MHz.

They're resistors all right.

Morris

* I don't like the word "error" for something that is really not due to a
mistake somewhere. In professional writing I prefer the work "uncertainty"
when discussing reliability of measurements. It sounds better in court too!
In the same vein, we now talk about traffic "crashes" rather than
"accidents" because "accidents" happen unpredictably for no reason and you
can't do anything to prevent them.
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Message-ID: <002c01c1d451$3599dcc0$28b4f7a5@biy28>
From: "Tony Grogan" <wsno19@mindspring.com>
To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com>
Cc: "Old Tube Radios" <boatanchors@theporch.com>
Subject: Re: RAF sets ?
Date: Mon, 25 Mar 2002 18:02:58 -0500
MIME-Version: 1.0
Content-Type: text/plain;
	charset="iso-8859-1"
Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Ben, The R1132A was built for the RAF by contractors like ECKO. ( E.K.Cole
and Co.) It was designed for fixed and mobile operation and the Royal Navy
had its own version called the P-??. Principally it was used at remote
receiver stations where the audio was fed over telephone lines to
(typically) Air Traffic Control. (ATC) The R1132A replaced the R1131
receiver built by General Electric Company in Coventry. As you may remember,
the R1131 and T1132VHF Tx were a "pair". Typically an R1132A and T1131 or
BC-640A/B were paired each being found in a local or remote Tx and Rx site.
I do not have an A.P. on the R1132A....but I do have a schematic from my old
Apprentice days if you need a copy. The R1132A was crystal controlled
covering 100-156Mhz (if I remember right??) The BC-639/9A (RAF R-5032/32A)
was a Lend Lease receiver covering 100-156Mhz. VFO tuning.

Hope this helps?? Tony Grogan WA4MRR/AAR4LJ MARS
----- Original Message -----
From: "BEN NOCK" <G4BXD@compuserve.com>
To: "Old Tube Radios" <boatanchors@theporch.com>
Sent: Monday, March 25, 2002 1:03 PM
Subject: RAF sets ?


Anyone know the difference between the R1132A and the
R5032A (or BC-639A) receivers.

the 1132 is a control tower set, the 5032 looks nearly the same but
has a meter added.

was the 5032 the US made version of the 1132 ?

cheers, Ben G4BXD.
(+2)
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Message-ID: <003701c1d452$d8f18c00$28b4f7a5@biy28>
From: "Tony Grogan" <wsno19@mindspring.com>
To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com>
Cc: "Old Tube Radios" <boatanchors@theporch.com>
Subject: Re: Price of Eddystone 750?
Date: Mon, 25 Mar 2002 18:14:42 -0500
MIME-Version: 1.0
Content-Type: text/plain;
	charset="iso-8859-1"
Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Hue, "Back then"..the pound was sliding back from 4 bucks to a quid (pound)
to $2.40 to a quid. If my memory serves me right it was around $3.00 to a
pound. Now...in 1951 an average "bloke" made about L10 to L15 quid (pound) a
week . Sooooo...if an Eddystone 750 cost L78 (quid/pound) it took 5 pay
checks to buy it!!!  Figure out that an "average chappie" here gets (say..?)
$800 a week.......then the EDDYSTONE 750 would have cost (the equivalent) of
$4000.00 (smackers)

I have maintained for years that Ham Radio equipment is a darn sight cheaper
today than it ever has been!

OBTW...there is a "quasi official" (or used to be) EDDYSTONE web site in
existence that has tons of info on! I will try to find address.
OBTW....a challenge!. Does anyone know how EDDYSTONE got its name?
(CLUE....not from the lighthouse!)

Tony. G. WA4MRR
----- Original Message -----
From: <Kargokult@aol.com>
To: "Old Tube Radios" <boatanchors@theporch.com>
Sent: Monday, March 25, 2002 1:01 AM
Subject: Re: Price of Eddystone 750?


>
>
> << 'm starting an article on the Eddystone 750 for ER.  It was built back
in
> 1951.  I'd appreciate it if someone could tell me what the original sales
> price was, and if possible also how that would relate to US dollars at the
> time in case the price is in some other currency. Jim Hanlon, W8KGI
>   >>
>
> Wireless World for Sept. 1958, ad for HP Radio, The Eddystone
> Specialists:
>
> Model  820       L31/18
>            870       L34/16
>            840A     L55
>            750       L78
>            888A     L110
>            680X      L120
>
> L means Pound. You'll have to figure out the $ equivalency then and now.
> Some other prices in same number:
> HRO w/ 9 coils , no PS, like new condx, surplus  "21 Gns, packing
> & carriage 22/-"
> WS#18  trans/receiver, backpack, unused surplus  99/6
> UK Army ?monthly? pay per recruiting ad:
> Private   L8/11/6   Corp. L10/10  Sergeant L12/12  Warrant Officer
> L15/1
>
> I don't get the pounds/shillings/pence logic now anymore than i did when
> i tried to figure out how much of a toy truck i could afford, back on a
short
> visit to Salisbury way back in the 1950s.
> Hue Miller
>
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